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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence addres 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E] Responsive to communication(s) filed on September 10, 2002 Amendment . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)n All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 



2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



This action is responsive to the amendment, filed 2002-09-10. 



Specification 



2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected; to make and use the same and shall set forth the 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
support the subject matter set forth in the claims. The specification, as originally filed 
does not provide support for the invention now claimed. 

New or amended claims which introduce elements or limitations which are not 
supported by the as-filed disclosure violate the written description requirement. See, e.g., 
In re Lukach, 442 F.2d 967, 169 USPQ 795 (CCPA 1971) (subgenus range was not 
supported by generic disclosure and specific example within the subgenus range); In re 
Smith, 458 F.2d 1389, 1395, 173 USPQ 679, 683 (CCPA 1972) (a subgenus is not 
necessarily described by a genus encompassing it and a species upon which it reads), 

The test to be applied under the written description portion of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is 
whether the disclosure of the application as originally filed reasonably conveys to the 
artisan that the invention had possession at the time of later claimed subject matter. See, 
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e.g., Vas-Cath, Inc. v. Mahurkar, 935 F.2d 1555, 1560, 19 USPQ2d 1111, 1114 (Fed. Cir. 
1991). 

Claims 1 and 10 include the limitation "using the same transaction medium, 
without requiring a separate secure medium channel". However, the specification does 
not provide an enabling disclosure to support the claimed step of "using the same, 
transaction medium, without requiring a separate secure medium channel". *? _ \ 

/ Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 112 ^ 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112; r: \ 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention-arid of the manner and process of" J 
' making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to ;f 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the \ 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. ; Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12; first paragraph, as containing; 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. In particular, claims 1-22 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, for the reasons set forth in the objection to the 
specification. 
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6. Claims 1-22 further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. Claims 1 and 10, contain a negative 
limitation, "using the same transaction medium, without requiring a separate secure 
medium channel' \ which does not have basis in the original disclosure. The mere absence 
of a positive recitation is not basis for an exclusion. Note that a lack of literal basis in the 
specification for a negative limitation may not be sufficient to establish a prima facie 
case for lack of descriptive support. Ex parte Parks, 30 USPQ2d 1234, 1236 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1993). ; 

For further examination, Examiner interprets the claim limitations in light of 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph rejection. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1 and 10 recites the limitation "the same transaction medium" in the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under, this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - , | > 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. .. " * ' t \ ; • . * • . J" - S ^ J"- , _ ^ \ 

10. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S^e. lG2(>) as being un^ 

et al. (U.S. 5,757,917) / " : " : . ■ "' \ ^ 

Rose jet al disclose a method for enabling a seller to create an online cash register 

substantially claimed including: : , : \ ...-v...... : - \ J. 

receiving from the seller, located at a first remote computer, a registration of a 

disbursement instrument for receiving payment from a buyer (col.5, line 35-col.6, line 2); 
providing the seller with a plurality of payment instrument types (col.3, lines 15- 

30); 

receiving a selection of a second plurality of payment instrument types that the 
seller chooses from the first plurality of payment instrument types, buyer can make the 
payment through the online cash register using a payment instrument corresponding to 
one of the second plurality of payment instrument types (col.3 5 lines 15-30; it is inherent 
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to choose any selected types of payment instrument, for example- Visa & Master or 
American Express & Discover, as the seller's pre-selected payment instruments for 
receiving funds); and " ; \ 2 , - 

allowing the seller to t define an additional charge to be alidad to a sale price for a 
purchase (col.l 1, line 33-col.l2, line 40): 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . r Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -22 have been considered but are 1 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

^ Conclusion > 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in / 
this Office action/ Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § / 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, .will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

°& Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Jeffrey Pwu whose telephone number is (703) 308-7835 



Jeffrey Pwu 




29 October 2002 



